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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 Mr. Thomas appealed from the order denying his motion for credit for time 
served, asserting that the 2015 amendments to the credit statutes should be given 
retroactive effect.  This case was suspended pending the Idaho Supreme Court’s 
decisions in State v. Leary, ___ P.3d ___, 2016 WL 3097264 (Jun. 1, 2016), and 
State v. Taylor, ___ P.3d ___, 2016 WL 3227966 (June 10, 2016).  Mindful that, in 
those cases, the Idaho Supreme Court interpreted the amendments to the credit 
statutes to not be retroactive, Mr. Thomas maintains he should be given credit for all the 
time he has been incarcerated in this case. 
 
Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
The statement of the facts and course of proceedings were previously articulated 
in Mr. Thomas’s Appellant’s Brief.  They need not be repeated in this Reply Brief, but 
are incorporated herein by reference thereto. 
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ISSUE 




The District Court Erred By Denying Mr. Thomas’ Motion For Credit For Time Served 
 
This case was suspended pending the Idaho Supreme Court’s decisions in 
State v. Leary, ___ P.3d ___, 2016 WL 3097264, **3-4 (June 1, 2016); accord. State v. 
Taylor, ___ P.3d ___, 2016 WL 3227966, *3 (June 10, 2016).  Mindful that, in those 
cases, the Idaho Supreme Court interpreted the amendments to the credit statutes to 
not be retroactive, Mr. Thomas maintains he should be given credit for all the time he 
has been incarcerated while on probation in this case.   
 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Thomas respectfully requests this Court reverse the order denying his motion 
for credit for time served and remand this case for entry of an order for all the credit to 
which he is entitled. 
 DATED this 25th day of July, 2016. 
 
      __________/s/_______________ 
      BRIAN R. DICKSON 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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